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SEn. a generally fine piece with, an excellent lead, David Rosenbaum, with typical 
devotion to "objectivity," onits at least two major considerations that are inevitably 
among the more relevant in any assessment of Dixon's knowledge if not guilt. 

First, he knew he wa-7 being taped, so all his defense is cone because he knew all his 
recorded words were self-serving, 'Ihisj is not to s;.y that where he slipped up, either for- 
getting or on t]he assumption they would not be heard they can't be used against him. But 

it is to say what 1 have ni<yver seen oJ’ heard mentioned, that Re can't use them as proof 
of innocence because he knfev he was being recorded. 

Conversely, and also ty^yer mentioned, if this degenerates into real alley-catting, 
all those against whom they may be used can allege entrapment. Except Haideman. 

The other omitted point is his obligation not to devil's advocate but to ask searching 
questions, the only possibility if a defense based on the pretense that he was really frying 

to learn. There is nolle of /this in the story and I recall none from the tapes as ho 

released transcripts, 1 < 

Particularly is this /true where R refers to hints (first graf under "Dixon's 
Reactiorf), A President didn't have to be a lawyer to know this, but GL is. 

And, if he is to be beSiuved, also an investigator, past and present. 

There is also the defect tliat tiiis is limited to the transcripts. It is divorced 
from other evidence, what is out and what is not but can yet emerge. 

What will not be as reality understood ±b that even if he expected to be /‘bleu," 
it was worth it to him to 3 tall, which is more important to him than any other things. 
Besides, it was other peoples' money and blood, 

I think it boils down to the tapes as r leased in transcript are les;. daiiiaging to 
Dixon than the taoes themselves but he can't realease any of it in any form without serious 
hurt to himself, iiis certain knowledge tliat tiiis was true has to mean that it was the 
best of only bad alternatives and that he had to do it, among other reason to delay a 
little longer. It nay get him through the election of not the year. 

Until there are trials there can be no certainty, but I tiiink it is possible that 
the transcripts and the subsequent demand for the tapes by defendants nay be intended to 
provide a Jsn^.toR,Bradv defense. Gessell ha3 already addressed this. 


